A REPLY  BY  THE  AUTHOB  TO  THE
FIRST  SET  OF  OBJECTIONS.

GENTLEMEN,

Ycm have certainly stirred up a stout antagonist
against me, one whose ability and learning might have caused me
serious perplexity, unless like a pious and Christian theologian he
had preferred to befriend the cause of God and of its unworthy
champion, rather than to make a serious attack on it. But, though
this insincerity redounds only to his credit, to act in collusion with
it would tend to draw down censure on me; and thus I prefer
to unmask his device for rendering me assistance, rather than to
answer him as an opponent.

To begin with, he has put in brief compass my chief argument
for proving the existence of God, so that it should the more readily
abide in the reader's memory; having briefly indicated his assent'
to what he thinks clearly enough demonstrated, and having thus
strengthened that with his authority, he finally comes to the crux
of the difficulty, and raises a question only as to what is to be here
understood by the term idea, and what sort of cause this aforesaid
idea demands.

Now I have written somewhere an idea is the thing tliought of
itself, in so far as it is objectively in the understanding. But these
words he evidently prefers to understand in a sense quite different
from that in which I use them, meaning to furnish me with an oppor-
tunity of explaining them more clearly. 'Objective existence in the
mind is? he says, * the determination of the act .of mind by a modifi-
cation due to an object, which is merely an esctrinsic appellation and
nothing belonging to the object' etc.1 Now, here it must be noticed
firstly that he refers to the thing itself, which is as it were placed out-
side the understanding and respecting which it is certainly an extrinsic
1 Of. above p. 2, par. 2.